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merchant and the most successful industrialist in Germany, far
superior to all others, and yet in politics lack every instinct and
judgement. The incident was very significant indeed, though in
another sense than Class meant. Stinnes was a Pan-German
and during the war supported plans of annexation. But he was
still more an industrial organizer of great experience, and for
this reason he had. quite a different mentality from that of the
average nationalists who believed that the only method of further-
ing national interests was to bang the mailed fist on the table.
The bankers who were much less infected with Pan-Germanism
showed this spirit to a still greater degree. A German Secretary
for Foreign Affairs remarked : " As soon as you mention Morocco,
the banks all go on strike.95
The belief that wars are mainly caused by the conflicting
interests of capitalists has been particularly propagated by many
enemies of Great Britain who wanted to mask their own greed
for conquest by putting the responsibility on the other side. The
two classical arguments which were used innumerable times were
the alleged commercial envy of England of her competitors and
the Boer War. Before the last Great War it was the German
nationalists who made the most unscrupulous use of these argu-
ments, though they were not the only ones. The capitalistic
origin of the Boer War, furthermore, has been stressed also by
English politicians who combated the policy of Chamberlain.
Yet the movement against the Kruger oligarchy was not primarily
the work of capitalists. The leaders came at first from the
working class and attacked the capitalists, who kept aloof. This
changed later on through the intervention of Cecil Rhodes, who
induced some of the mine-owners to support the movement,
while others remained neutral or even hostile. To describe
Rhodes as actuated mainly by capitalistic motives is nonsense.
In reality, the war was a clash between two nationalist move-
ments, both striving for predominance.1 The legend of British
commercial envy as the cause of the Gfcrman-English conflict is
still more unfounded. I have dealt with this at length in another
book,2 and have shown that it is in complete disagreement
with the facts. After the last war even the German historians
abandoned this myth.
There is more truth in the argument that employers have
* Cf, for proofe Edward Cook, Rights and Wrongs oftfa Transvaal War, IQOI, p. 250,
and also my oook F. Hertz, Recht und Unrtcht m Boerenkruge^ 1903, in which I combated
the Pan^German dwtortiQB of, the causes of the war which aimed at preparing the
German people for a conflict with Great Britain.
1 OF. F- Hertz, jtatwal&fa md Politik, 1937, vol, i, p. 362.